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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This Office Action is in response to the communication received on 05 April 2006. 

2. Claims 1-44 and 49 are presented for examination. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102(e) 
that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the 
United States before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent, or on an international application 
by another who has fulfilled the requirements of paragraphs (1), (2), and (4) of section 371(c) of this 
title before the Invention thereof by the applicant for patent. 

The changes made to 35 U.S.C. 102(e) by the American Inventors Protection Act of 1999 (AlPA) and the 
Intellectual Property and High Technology Technical Amendments Act of 2002 do not apply when the reference is a 
U.S. patent resulting directly or indirectly from an international application filed before November 29, 2000. Therefore, 
the prior art date of the reference is detemnined under 35 U.S.C. 1 02(e) prior to the amendment by the AlPA (pre- 
AIPA 35 U.S.C. 102(e)). 

4. Claims 1-5, 7-12, 14-19, 21-27, 29-34. 36-41 , 43-44. 49 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Koeppel et al. U.S. patent # 6,477,575 B1. 

5. As to claim 1 , Koeppel. System and Method For Performing Dynamic Web 
Marketing And Advertising, discloses a method for presenting infomiation, comprising: 

collecting at a client information about a user utilizing a local application (client 
side scripting, applets or similar) residing on the client, the information about the user 
including navigation behavior of the user, the navigation behavior (coL 5, lines 33-42) 
being monitored at the client by the local application (Koeppel, Abstract, col. 4, lines 5- 
50): 
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transmitting via a network the cx>llected information from the local application on 
the client to a location for generating a user profile for the user based on the collected 
information, wherein content is selected for the user based on the generated user profile 
(Koeppel, Abstract, col. 4, lines 5-50; col. 7, lines 30-40); 

receiving the content at the client via the network (Koeppel, Abstract, col. 4. lines 
5-50); and 

presenting the content to the user at the client (Koeppel. Abstract, col. 4, lines 5- 

50). 

6. As to claim 2, Koeppel discloses, wherein the information about the user includes 
information relating to network utilization behaviors and wherein the navigation behavior 
includes information of domains (sites or web pages) visited by the user, the numbers of 
pages viewed by the user and time spent by the user at a site (Koeppel. Abstract, col. 4. 
lines 5-50; col. 7. lines 4-17). 

7. As to claim 3, Koeppel discloses, wherein the user profile of the user includes 
model generated information (Koeppel. Abstract, col. 4, lines 5-50; col. 7. lines 4-17). 

8. As to claim 4, Koeppel discloses, wherein the content includes one or more rules 
for controlling the presentment of the content to the user at the client (Koeppel. 
Abstract, col. 4. lines 5-50; col. 7. lines 4-17; col. 8. lines 46-52). 

9. As to claim 5, Koeppel discloses wherein the information transmitted to the 
location includes an Identifier (attribute), and wherein at least a portion of the content is 
selected based on the identifier (Koeppel, Abstract, col. 4. lines 5-50; col. 6. line 54- col. 
7. line 17). 
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1 0. As to claim 7, Koeppel discloses, wherein the user accesses sites coupled to the 
network utilizing a first browser application (Netscape browser or MS Internet Browser, 
col. 6,lines 5-15) hosted by the client computer and monitored by the local application 
(client side scripting, applets or similar) (Koeppel. Abstract, col. 4, lines 5-50; col. 5, 
lines 33-42; col. 7. lines 30-40). 

1 1 . Claim 8 is corresponding system claim of claim 1 ; therefore, it is rejected under 
the same rationale as in claim 1 . 

12. Claims 9-12, 14 are similar limitations of claims 2-5, 7; therefore, they are 
rejected under the same rationale as in claims 2-5, 7. 

1 3. Claim 1 5 is corresponding computer readable medium claim of claim 1 ; 
therefore, it is rejected under the same rationale as in claim 1 . 

14. Claims 16-19, 21 are similar limitations of claims 1-5, 7; therefore, they are 
rejected under the same rationale as in claims 2-5, 7. 

15. Claim 22 is corresponding system in means plus function as claim 1; therefore, it 
is rejected under the same rationale as in claim 1. 

1 6. Claim 23 is corresponding method claim of claim 1 ; therefore, it is rejected under 
the same rationale as in claim 1 . 

1 7. Claims 24-27, 29 are similar limitations of claims 2-5, 7; therefore, they are 
rejected under the same rationale as in claims 2-5, 7. 

18. Claim 30 is corresponding system claim of claim 1 ; therefore, it is rejected under 
the same rationale as in claim 1 . 
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19. Claims 31-34, 36 are similar limitations of claims 1-7; therefore, they are rejected 
under the same rationale as in claims 1-7. 

20. Claim 37 is corresponding computer readable medium claim of claim 1 ; 
therefore, it is rejected under the same rationale as in claim 1. 

21 . Claims 38-41 , 43 are similar limitations of claims 2-5, 7; therefore, they are 
rejected under the same rationale as in claims 2-5, 7. 

22. Claim 44 is corresponding system in means plus function as in claim 23; 
therefore, it is rejected under the same rationale as in claim 23. 

23. Claim 49 is similar limitations of claim 1 ; therefore, it is rejected under the same 
rationale as in claim 1 . 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

24. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

25. Claims 6, 13. 20. 28. 35. and 42 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Koeppel as applied to claims 1-5 above, and further in view of Chen 
et al. U.S. patent # 6,857,024 B1 . 

26. As to claim 6, Koeppel does not explicitly, wherein a fee is generated when the 
content is selected, and wherein the fee is charged to a party associated with the 
selected content. Thus, the artisan would have been motivated to look into the related 
networking arts for potential methods and apparatus for implementing a fee is 



Application/Contiol Number 1 0/057,4 1 3 Page 6 

Art Unit: 2142 

generated when the content is selected, and wherein the fee is charged to a party 
associated with the selected content. 

In the same field of endeavor, Chen, related System And Method For Providing On-line 
Advertising And Information, discloses, e.g., in the tracking user browsing sites online 
art, that the advertisers and on-line radio stations using this service would be charged 
by the Internet telephony service provider for advertising or on-line radio time. 
Accordingly, the user is assessed lower per-minute toll charges, or no charges, by the 
Internet telephony service provider to place Internet telephony calls, (col. 17, lines 50- 

57) . 

Accordingly, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the networking art at 
the time the invention was made to have incorporated Koeppel's teachings of 
performing dynamic Web Marketing and advertising (Koeppel, title) with the teachings of 
Chen, for the purpose of achieving marketing or advertising goals (Koeppel, col. 5. line 

58) and targeting the consumer's interest (Chen, col. 4, lines 39-41). 

27. Claims 1 3, 20, 28, 35, 42 are similar limitations of claim 6; therefore, they are 
rejected under the same rationale as in claim 6. 

28. Further references of interest are cited on Form PTO-892, which Is an 
attachment to this action. 

Response to Arguments 

29. Applicant's arguments filed On 05 April 2006 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. 

30. In the remark, Applicant argued in substance that: 
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Point (A), the prior art do not disclose "the local application residing on the client" 
in claims 1. 8, 15, 22, 23, 30, 37, 44 and 49 (Applicant's remarks, page 11). 

As to point (A), Koeppel discloses that an applet is run within the browser 
application which is located at each user's client side" (Abstract, col. 4, line 5-50). 
Also see Microsoft Computer Dictionary, 4"^ edition, 1999, on page 25 that "Applet is a 
program that can be downloaded over the Internet and executed on the recipient's 
machine. Applets are often written in the Java programming language and run within 
browser software and they are typically used to customize or add interactive elements 
to a Web page". 

Conclusion 

31 . THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 
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Any inquiry concerning tliis communication or earlier communications from the 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Andrew Caldwell can be reached on 571-272-3868. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding Is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more Infomiation about the PAIR system, see http.7/palr-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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